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PRETACE,

Vyaktivivekn (eaifa¥s) is a treatise on Rhetoric™
posed by tho illustrions Rajanaka Makimabhatta, Though
this work hes ncquired mueh celobrity and is copiously re-
ferred to by rhetoricians of old, yet for want of a complete
copy it had not hitherto been incorporated in the ‘Kavyamala’
and other Sanskrit Series. That this book is now placed
before the appreciative public as one of the “Privandrum
Sanskrit Series’ published under the authority of the Govern-
ment of His Gracious Higlness tho Maharajah of Travancoro
is & matter of no small satisfaction to me.

Two manuseripts of this work were obtained from the
Trivandrum Palace Library. One of them was written 2 or 3
Centuries before in grantha character pn palm leaves which
have almost worn out. The other 13 a copy transcribed from.
this 23 years ago and thon collated with a copy found in the
Koopakkara Matham by the brilliant Sanskritist, M. R. Ry.
Kerala Varma Avl. Valigs Koil Tampuran, with the assistance
of the late eminent Pandit Elattoor Ramaswami Sastriar and
myselt,

When this manuseript was again scratinised and the .
printing had begun, another manuseript was kindly transmit-
ted to mo by the Raja of Pantalam through the Valiya Koil
Tampumu. An elaborate and learned commentary on,tho
text xunning up to very neatly the end of the second Vlmarsa
* wag unexpectedly found appended to this manuscript. The

« iffarenca in. mading, acnarding, to this Tamnserinh whick ix
denoted by the letter @, is mennoned at the foos ot the text.
. When the printing of the text was almost completed, Mr.
" M.T. Narasimba Iyengar, B. A, M. R. A. 8., Professor of
. Sangkritin the BangaloreCollege,and Mr. Ana:tacharya,Pandlc

.in fhe Archwmological Department, Bangalore, dcsirous of
acsxs'ﬁng me in my endeavours to unearthand publisk thisrare
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.
work, were kind cnough to send me another mmluscrxpf. of

this work Tle variants in this m'mnscrlpt nmrknd T are
scparately noticed at the end, as an appcndx\. :

As it was not found convenient to print tho commentary
along with the text.it is printed soparato and appended. For
facility of referance, the page of the text is noted at the be-
ginning of the commentary on that particular page

The fr.ist of Vyaktiviveka is bricfly as follows :— What is
known aszaws (1. c. the suggestive senseof a word or the word
itself) is the same as =@, If we grantzaf¥ (suggestion), then
| AR (suggestiveness)is properly attributablo to s=rs%. Vyakti. -

B (axfﬁ) does not cbtain in the cass of Vastu, Alankara and
"Rashdi which are'only derivative significances (=axa). For,
“Vyakti 13 the manifestation of that which is desired to be

* anifested and . which becomes manifest along with swhat

¢ manifests it (just as a,vessel contsined in a dark room be-
_comes wisible along with the light which makes it visible).
*Of these, Vastn and Alankara are not comprehended along
with the armry (literal senso) but only afterwards. Acnd
Rasidi strikes us only after the Vibhiwvidi (the catises giving
riso to Rasadi) strikes us but not simultancously with the
latter, This interval between tho understanding of Vibha-
vidi and Rasddi merely on account of its shorbness; is not
perceptible fo our senses. Henco Rasididhvani is said to bo
Asamlakshyakramavyangya (shIeRaFT=AR 1. ¢, that in which
tho suggested serso follows so close on the suggestive, sense
that its soquencoe is not pe rccptih]e) As expiained above
Vyakti does not obtain in all the various Lmds of Vasty tte..
fhese two Senses (I primary and sqxe =uM‘cs!cd), being
essentially scquential, bear the rehtlonshlp of prommo and
conclusion and the process involved is ono of inference (215-

). Henee a_lﬁ is meroly & ground of inference and net o
mws,  As vy itsolf enters the mind before even its menm’ug

is grasped it is very nnprplmlﬂc that =3 shold be txo«t‘ od as
suggestive of anything (=we).. Also a word like st Whoso



significance is exhausted ‘with its literal sense, flood ete., is
utterly unable'to reveal even the secondary sense, shore (),
which has only to be inferred from the literal senso, Such
being the case, thero isno usoe of saying that the word is
capable of expressing ‘chillness’ (&) and other senses: But
such words ean woll become sources of inferences through -
their literal senses. Also letters and combinations of words by
being connected with words which give their primary senses
(ar71) may be regarded through such cos=nection as sugges-
tive of inference (srgmew). Thus the objeet of the author
being to demolish thic wfy school of argument and to establish,
the Anumana method, the definition of wf¥ as given in ‘H

A — .
ool 3 a1 AedgRasEaEe | :
T TR 9 WRRE gRie &@e” |
is assailed word by word. By an elaborate process of des-
. tructive criticism followed by an ingemous method of con-,,
etruction, the definition of 3 is made to conform ¢» the defi.
nition of an Anumana as follows -——
QTR a1 FATlsHiRr SHEAR |
TI: T W FEIARRII” N (22 )
in the first Vimarsa of the work In the second sraritfrer (the
inappropriateness of words) is noticed in exfenso and passages.
from e are quoted and eritically viewed. In the third,
tha examples given for aft are convincingly proved tq Lo
those eppropriate-to an Avumana by being shown to contain
“the mgredients essential to the-latter. Thns the work mainly
« shows that ol the varieties of @t according to Dhvanisastrn
are included in Anumona N
« - JGreat indeed is the respect Which Mabimabhatta had for
the Dhvanikara’s erudition and hence also hig rivalry tovwards
the latter whose reputation he wished to cclipse.  Whereag
Dbvagikara ‘has, in his work in ilxree*U(Iyotas, disetissed 5 °
novel lino of argument on e and dsvelt upon the iri:‘lp.
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propriateness of a3, Mahimabhatta has, in Lis invaluable work
consisting of threo Vimarsas, invented the Anumana school
and given an exhaustive treatment on the’ inappropriateness
of o=, ,The learned author has said — .
“eg TARTNISAA F AT TR 72 |
i T e A 7, W GRd o A 1)
50
Srgat TMISRRY agdaEELir W o |
| KT a9 w1 1)
Tt js evident from the above that the anthor has, in his
- desive to acquire fame all at once, written the Vyaktivivekn
without looking into the Darpana at all. T4 TRaiwed Wit
“gsFu.” so says the commentatar. [t would appear therefore
that our author desired to attain, unaided by the labours of
the author of the Darpana, the full glory of vanquishing the
Dhvani school. By “agar’ is meant *beforo there was time
enough for the reputation of Darpanakara as a vigordng '
opponent of the Dhvani school to spread.”  Et follows there-
fore that the interval botween the composition of these two
works is very small, That the author has not resorted to the
Darpana while writing this work is also cvidlent from the
absence of any referenco to any passage of any writer having
attacked tho Lhvani school. The only referenco “gra irem-
e B a3 afia oy asbfesaa”, (p 19) referred to the criticism
adopted by Bbattanayaka in regard to the duatity of sense in
tho.definition of @i is to a passage in the ‘Lochana’ avhere
the passage ocenrs. 1t therefore considerably strengthens
the view that the author lias not seen the Darpana. ("The
author of the Darpana which is referred to as having sounded
tho death knell of the Dhvani school may be inferred to have
been Bhattanayaka wlo is, in this passage, said to be an’
opponent of the Phvani school.
The suthor js entitled to the greatest praise at our hands
in expounding new ofad original idens and in supporting his
theories with cogent vensons suited to the nature of the sub-



jeet. He greatly rovels in criticising the merits and demerits
in the works of other writers  For lie has said :—
‘o B Gy g W i g
UE 9 ARERE @ B SR g |
AT FAIST FEHARGSA AN i

AR ERARE AR 1 () a7)
The writiugs of cminent writers have been critically examined
with reference to the five deflects of composition Fifms, w5
T, FAE, Sera and amaEEa explaned by himself and the
utterances of Thvanikara ]I'l.\’l‘ been likewise vigorouly.
attacked.

Like Auuud;wm'dluuuzuzhavyd (=) Kuntaha {he author
of Vakroktijivita hias also been very velemently attacked by
the author. Here is a verse of our author where he in tuumph
holds up Kuntuka to ridicule

SeTATERIEAAIA FEd REEEA |
e WA B T @ FRRR w0 g o)
Agaig
“ae ga: FreEmell ARl ..
9 efEgm qﬁmm 7 ﬁ)“i” i (2.

In tho passage cited above, Vakrokti which is so enthu-
siastically maintained by the author of Vakrokiijivita is
shown by our author fo merge in Auumana. It may be in-
* ferred that Kuntaka is the author of Vakroktlijivita, The
" learngd author Mahimabhatta has notieed in the Vyaktiviveky
that Juntaka has prased in his Kavyalakshana the slohaie
*, S STORENRTTORA e @

T @ REER e e |
wlm@ﬁw’aﬁmswmmﬁ
. AN T7 TAFARTS ARIPIFREG | (p. 270)
a3 faultless and the commentatort of Vyaktivivekahas obsapy-
d that tho sloka under reference h.ls bcen fully diyy elbupon
T ————

N Seop 16, :
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in the Kavyalakshana grantha'of Vakroktijivita. It'fs there-
fore ovident. from this that the Kavyalakshana~grantha of
Kuntaka referred toby the authorof Vyaktivivekn is identical
wibh the Vakroktijivita-grantha of the commentator of Vya-
ktiviveka, and it is but natural that a cnmmcnt'u'v should run
into particulars \lpon any passage veferred to in general in
tho text.
Althougl the Anumana theory has been so suceessfully
" ostablished after a severc attack on Dhvanikara by a wealth
of argumentative reasoning yét on account of the paucity of
writers follow ing Lis lead and the multitude of writors who
have followed ‘the opposite school, it has not received so
liberal a treatment at the hands of successive poets and rheto-
ricians as the other theory (=ff). Thus rhetoricians liko the
learned Mammatabhatta and otkers not only uphold the
Dhyani theory with avidity but ab the same time treat the -,
Anumans theory with unmerited contempt.  On the other
hand, oning to the wealth of compuarisons instituted with
regard to the demerits and merits of other writers, they
closcly follow the path traced out ley the gicat Mabimabhatta.
UzenR afaErmirTiaT | ’
TR TAREHIATET g7 g THFT N (p, 108) -

It is apparcnt from this verse of the text that a certain
work called Tatvoktikosa hag also been written by Mahima.
bhatta. If the excellence that one would cxpccﬁ from its name
agd kinship with Vyaktiviveka should be found in this work,
it i3 o matter for the deewst, regret to all lovcrs of 'mskri!

. that the book should have Treen lost. '

Nest we T to determine when Mubimahbatta Ich(T.
As we have already said above that Vyaktiviveka follosged
tlose upon the Darpava in point of composition and as wo'
have already found that Vyaktiviveka was written .subsequant
to ‘Lochana’ which contains a reforence to tho Darpanait is a

. matter of casy inforence that the authois of these thiecd™works



wero moro or less contemporaties, *The dato of Ablhinavas
guptapada, the author of ‘Lochana’, has been fixed at 991
A.D.* Hence that date may apply totheage of Mahimabhatta.
Again, if the great poet Sylmala described as the teasher of
Mghimabhatta in a passage at the end of this book is not different
from the SyAmala referred to by Kshemendra thus :~—~“agaur
@@ in Auchityavicharacharchal(sifrafrarad) and thus—
“Retar g wemeer” in Suvrittatilake? (339R@%) who flourish-
el in the 11th century then it is quits pertinent to dratv the
inference that the pupil of Syamala should have flouvished in
the 10th century. The age of Mahimabhatta is also discussed
by Mr M. T. Narasimha Iyenr"u' at pp. 65~6% in the
journal of the Royal Asiatic bocmt_y of Great Britain for
January 1908 where he kas mrived at o similar conclusion, on
other grounds :— '

“Coming now to the anthor’s age, wo find in the Vyakti-
viveka abundant quotations from and 1eferences tn several .
works and anthors. 1 have been at great pains to (race the
several stanzas quoted in tho work to" their original sources,
and T find that the following are the most often cited :—

Autkor, Warks.
(1) Kalidasa ... Sakuntala, Raghuvamsa,
Vikramorvasiya,
. Kumara-sambhava,
(2) Bharavi -..  Kiratarjuniya.
(3) SriHarsha ... Nagananda,
(4) Bhartriliari . Vakyapadiyn .
{5) Magha' ... Sisupalavadha,
.(6) Rajasckhara . Balaramayana.
(7) Bliavabhuti - Uttaravamacharita,
Malatimadhava.
(8) Bhattanarayana ... Venisamhara.
(9) Ratnakara Haavijaya,

(10} Anandavardhana’.. Dlmny'\loka

* Sée Introduction to W&Eﬂ.
1. See p, 125, 2. Seep, 44,
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(11) Binttanayaka Hridayadarpang, Cow-
. Lo inentary on the . -
- ' Nntyasastra (%), '
(12) Abhinavagupta- - o y
' padacharya - ... Tochana.

. OF theze wo shiall consider the last three, as they are the -
latest m point of tume. Wo know that Auandavardhana
lived in the latter half of the ninth c(-nhuy, at the time of
Avanfivarman (835—&84 A, D ): Bhatta-Naynka was o eon-
temporary  of Sankaraevarmman  (854—902 A, D); and
Abbinavaguptapadacharya o Loclmux}kum,‘[lonrishml about
993—1015 A. D. (Sce Duff's “ Chronology of India™ p. 102).
Thus we may safely concludo °that Mm]um't-Blnt.tl clmmh
be earlier than 1000 A, D.

Agem, the Vyaktiviveka, in' its turn, las been quoted
or eritreized by later authors, among whom the folloning me
the carliest :—

(1) Mammata (see Kavyaprakasa, Chaptor V, pp. 304-7

Bowlay).
2) Ruv;i\\dx (uoe Alankarasarvasvn, Bombay ed, pp.

[G)] Hcm'lclmmlm (sco Kavyanu-asana, iii).

Of these, Ruyyaka, we hnow, was the teacher of
Mankha (a contemporary of Jayasimha' 1129-1150 A, D)
and was the auther of Alankarasarvasva,and & commentmy
on Mammata’s Kavyaprakasa enlled arastigaga. (See Sublia-
shitavali, Peterson’s Introduction, p 106)  Whereas Jema-
chitchia (the authar of Kavyamiasana and other w ell-Rnown
works) was a contemporary of Kwmavapala, and ﬂnun:hud .
between 1088 and 1172 8. D, IHe quoies profusely from
DManmmata’s Kayvgorahasa fl‘]‘lll\ we ~ee that hoth Rygegln
and Hemachaudea are later than Mammata. \I'ninm'\blx')t!'\ '~
age, therefore, hinges on that of Mammarta, as hmnm(lu

emliet of the anthors that quote from or criticizo tho Vyak-
nviveka.

Let us now consider the varions ﬂ:oorma ror"\rdmw the
date of Mammata 1 — .




(1) Dr. DPetorson, in Lis introduction to the.Subhashi. -
tavali, maintains (p. 85)that Mammata cannot be placed Jater -
than 1294 A. D.'(the date of the commentary Jaymh on tha-
Kavyaprakasa).

(2) Miss Daff, in Ler “Chronology of India.’ (p. 189\
rofers to o commentary on tho Kavyaprakasa by N V‘u‘ahxm
(son of Mallinatha), born 1242 A. D. .

* (8) Professor Macdonell ¢ Hlsfory of Sanskrit Literature,”
.- 434) holds that Mammata Hived about 1100 A. D.

(4) Bhimasena-Dikshita in his commentary (Sudhase-
gara) on the Kavyaprakasa, following the tradition, states that,
Mammata and his brothers, Kayyatd (author of the Bhashya-
pradipa) and Uvvata (the commentator on the Vajasaneyi-
‘Sambita), were contemporaneous with King Bhoja (99G-
1051 A. D.).

) (5) Bhatta-Vamanacharya, in his learned introduction to
the Kavyaprakasa, holds (p. 8) that Bhimasena’s statement
is not reliable, inasmuch a3 Mammatia refers to Bhojs.
in his Kavyaprakasa (Canto X)— “ Srgrraarmdeiiery,"-and
must therfore have been later than Bloja; and his young
brother, Uvvata, couldinot af all have been a contemporary of
Bhoja. Hethercfore disbelieves Bhimasena’s theory,and does
nat congider Uvvata as the brother of Mammata (the. author
of the Kavyaprakasa) - He aseribes Mammata to the end of
the éleventh century, placing him between Bhojaraja (QQG-

1051} and Manikya-chandra, the commentator on tha Kavya-
prakasa (1160 A. D).

- Towill Lo seon from the {oregoivy tt tho date of

Mammata is yeb o matter of uncertainty, and the question -
deserves a detailed discussion here, '
.e Tho arguments of Bh'\tm-Vamwnach'\r_m are too wegk
and \mtm'lhle He presumes that annmam should ha
later than Bhoja (becanuse of. the reference t¢
I\'xvynprak'lsa , and bases his -arguments on t

tiod: But thls ref.crence only goes to pmvg, t

0 him. in the
hat Presumy,-
hat Mammatq
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canilot bo earlicr than Bhoja, and I am 'of opinion that he
must have been a contemporary of Bhoja, inasmuch as it -
would bo more natural fo interpret the passage “Jrrmwiram-
ey’ as referring to the munificonce of a ruling king .
under whose patronage the anthor and his brothers flonrished,

* On this suppositon there would be nothing inconsistent
in the tradition that Kayyats and Uvvata were the younger
brothers of Mammata, and that all the three brothers were
contemporaries of Bhoja. In fact, Uvvata himself ls, in his
commentary on the Vajnsancyi-Sambhita, clearly stated that
he wrote' the work while Bheja was reigning (¥t w3y mm-
aft). In the face of such an explicit admission on the part of
Uvvata, itis hard to disbelieve the tradition about the brothers
rnd aesign them to different periods. Following Bhimasena,
therefore, I would place Mammata in the first half of the
eleventh century. .

Coming back to Mahima-Bliatta, wo thus see that he must
be placed between Abhinavaguptapada and Mammata. No
donbt the date I would assign to him munkes {him eontom-
' poraneous almost with the former; the passage in the Vyakti-

viveka where Abhinavaguptapada s criticized supports me, as
the wording there tuggests that Mahima-Bhatta is referring to
n living rhetorician of a rival schoolof thought (FRM3z=nfa:
o . grrg: agiage ). For these reasons I am
mﬂuced to '\rr'mge tl\e periods of theliterary activity of these
rhetoriciang thus:—

(1) Abhinavpgupta~—the lass decade of the tenth (:gu-
tury.

¥ 72) Mahima-Bhatta—carly part of the clcvonth‘cc‘h.

tm \'
(3) Mammats—middlo of the eloventh century. !
Turther, if wo necept these dates as acenrate, we shall
bo allowing the necessary, interval for the several commen-
tanes on the Kavyaprakasa whicli sprang ap in the tw elfth
‘century A, D., such a3 Ruyy: nkas(ll“Q—lluO) and Mumkyn.
chandra’s (n\mut- 1160 A, D.)? .



- -+l
- The commentary on account of its torseness of expression,
dignity of thought and originality of reasoning is by all means
well suited to the text. The commentator being an ardent
admirer of the Dhvani theory, he removes, by adopting a
method of exquisite reasoning, all the blemishes which aro
found attributed to it by Mahimabhatta. He closely examines
the text and exposes all the defects therein with remarkable
ability. Although he generally praises the text:—
“gRgRmal fregai 1 R aRalmRe |
TFEARTIRIETEN w2 REERa TR | (.7
gt wETREd ATMEE, TERaeRE RYRadisE -
T T, ORI SRS (p 16)

yeb he expresses & marked disapprobation wherever the author
has affected superiority :— . .

et TN R ¢ REe 5 AnmREET SR
SR FARAR: SR AEaeATT ! (p 41
We shall proceod to determine the probable author of
this delightful and dignificd commentary which is replete
with all the merits of composition and style; for it has to be
noted to the regret of all Sanskrit scholars that the author's
name does not appear ecither at the commencement or at the
close of the commentary. Bub it can be found out that tho
commontator is the same as the author of Tewdmiz, afami.
= T or it 1 3 e o
o gt . Tos i i o ¢ e

aftd v g (p. 44) “oretiirirored Jeat HRER (p. 45), Of
“these four granthas gl and wRwHatar are referred to
. .in the Alankarasarvasva— “gqr ot S’ e

mﬁ%wﬁaﬁmaﬁgﬁgﬁ%ﬁrﬁ, ® § wafraomrm s
{p. 61). From tha abovo passago it may be safely inforred
that tho anthor of Alankarasarvasva is also the author of g4

aftanfds and wlewmia,  Othbrwiso the author of Alankargs 5,
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sarvasva would not use language that would mabe one behieve
that perhaps he mught be the wthor of another s works
Agan tl cre 15 a close stmulanty between the passige 1n que «
tion and th passage quote ]l from the commentary wlnch wall
lead one to the swmse that both the passiges nrgcccdcl
from the same source  Turther Jaynritha commerting on
Alanharasirvasya? wlnch contains pass iges discarding Vyaktt
vivekatheory lhasob erved thatacertam treatice ealled saieied
FATX hs been widdten by the author of Alankartsarvsia
Putting a1 these toether and tikng wnto considuiation tle
digmty of style and vypreswion found i the eommentary
wiieh naturally sigaests the Alavharicuinzva it 1 evidont
that this cowmentary of Vyahtinivela i3 the ame as tle
Vyahtivivehanichaurn referied to by Javwathe as Liwieg
been written by the gret Rajanaka Ruyyake who flourn ed
1n the 12th centurs A D Tf this view 13 nob commendnble
then 1t hins only to Lo assumed that tln commentary was
written 1y some distingms] od wister who must have flowt b
ed only prior *o the ,rent Rajannka Ravyka

Ve anziously fool torward to the dvy when we may fe
1 possession of 1 complite copy of tlas rare commeent vy nd
carnestly ho] o that <ome blesscd volary of Sansl it scholar-
ship may come reross copies of the other woiks of tlus brde
Tt nuthor and commenttor

T. Ganapat: Sastn

3
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“Coming now to the anthor's age, we find in the Vyakti-
viveka abundant quctations from and r1eferences to several
works and authors. [ have been at great pains to frace the
several stanzas quoted in tho work ) their ariginal sources,
and I find that the following are the most often cited :——

Author. Works.
(1) Kalidusa .. Sakuntala, Rﬂghu\'amsa,
Vikramorvasiya,
Kumara-sambhava

(2) Bharan . Kiratarjuniya.
(8) Sriharsha ... Nagananda,
(4) Bhartrihari - Vakyapadiya
(5) Magha - Sisupalavadla, R
" (6) Rajasckhara -« Balaramayana.
(7) Bhavabhuti . ULtan{mnmclmritn,
¢ Malatimadhava,
«  (8) Bhattanarayana .. YVenisamhara.
(9) Ratnakara ... Haravijaya.
s °  (10) Anandavardhana ... Dhvanyaloka.

* TG T .
VRN WS A R vy, wuah 9w,
3* See the “Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society’ Jn.nu:v.ry, 1908,
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(11) Bhattanayaka ... Bridayadarpann, Com-
mentary ou the
Natyasastra {£). -
{12) Abhinavagupta-
padacharya ... Lochamn
Of these wo shall consider the last three, as thoy are the
latest in point of time. We know that Anandavardhana
lived in the Jatter haif of the ninth century, nt the time of
Avantivarman (855—884 A D ); Bhatta-Nayakn was o con-
temporary of Sankarn-varman (83:—902 A. D)); and
Abbinavaguptapadacharya ot Lochanskara, flourished about
9931015 A. D. (See Dulf’s #“ Chronology of India " p. 102).
Thus we may safely conclude that IMahima.Bhatta cannot
be carlier than 1000 A. D, ~
Again, the Vyaktiviveka, in its turn, lias been quoted
or criticized by later nuthors, nmoeg whom the following aro
the earliest :—
(1) Mammata (sce Kavyaprakasa, Chapter V, pp. 304-7
Bomhay).
2) Ruyy:\;m (see Alankarasarvasva, Bombay cd, pp.
-1

{3) Hemnchandra (sce Kavyanusasana, iii).

Of these, Ruyyaka, we know, was the t-ncher of
Mnukha (o contemporary of Jayasimha 1L2)-1160 &, D');
and was the author of Alankarasarvasva,and n commentary
on Mammata’s Knvyaprakasa ealled sreasmranga, (See Subha-
shitavali, Peterson’s Introduction, p 106)  Whereas Hema-
chandra (the author of Kavyanusasana and other we'l-Kuown
works) was a contemporary of Kumarapala, and flourished
between 1088 and 1172 A. D, He quotes profuscly from
Mammata's Knvpaprakass  Thus we ste that both Ruyyaka -
and Hemachandra are later than Mammata, Malbimabhattn's
age, thercfore, hingeson that of Mammata, ns being the
carliest of the authors that quote from or criticize the Vyak-
tiviveka, N

Let us now consider the various theories regarding the
date of Mammata:—

.
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(1) Dr. -Peterson, in his introduction to the Subhashi- |
tavali, maintains (p. 85)that Mammats c1nnot be placed later
than 1894 A. D. (the date of the commentary Jayanti on the
Kavyaprakasa).

(2) Miss Duff, in her “ Chronology of India " (p. 189),
refers to a commentary on the Kavyaprakasn by Narahari
(son of Mallinatha), born 1242 A. D. ’

(8) Professor Macdonell (‘History of Saoskrit Literature,’
p. 434) holds that Mammata lived ahout 1100 A, D,

(4) Bhimasena-Dikshita in his commentary (Sudhasa-
gara) on the Kavyaprakasa, follcwing the tradition, states that
Mammata and his brothers, Kayyata (author of the Bhashyg-
pradipa) and Uvvata (the commentator on the Vajasaneyi.
Samhita), were contemporaneous with King Bloja (996-
1051 A, D.).

(5) Bhatta-Vamanacharya, in lus learned introduction to
the Kavyaprakasa, holds (p. 3) that Bhimasena’s statement
is not veliable, inasmuch as Mammatia refers to Bhoja
m his Kavyaprakasa (Canto X)-— * Smgaaeacareienig "—and
must therfore havo been later than Bhoja; and hig young
brother, Uvvata, covld not at all have heen a contemporary of
Bhoja. Hetherefore disbelieves Bhimasena's theorv,and does
not consider Uvvata as the brother of Mammata (the anthor
of the Kavyaprakasa) He aseribes Mammata to the eng of
the eleventh century, placing him between Bhojaraja (996~

1051) and Manikya-chandra, the commentator on the Kayya-
prakasa (1160 A. D). R

Jbwill be seen from the foregoing that the date of

Mammata is yet a matter of uncertainf,y, and the question

" deserves o detailed discussion here..

. The arguments of Bhatta-Vamanacharya ara too weak
and untenable. He presumes that Mammatg should be
tater than Bhoja (because of the reference i
Knv.yapmkas:f), and bases his arguments on
tion. But this reference only goes to prove

o hilm in the
that Presump-
“that - Mammaty
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- cannot be earlier than Bhoje, and I am of opinion that he
. must have been a contemporary of Bhoja, inasmueh as it
would be more natural to interpret the passage "
horaq” as roferring to the munificence of a ruling king
*under whose patronage the author and his brothers flourished.

On thiy suppositon there would be nothing inconsistent
in the tradition that Kayyata and Uvvata were the younger
brothers of Mammata, and that all the three brothers were
contemporaries of Bhoja. In fart, Uvvata himself has,in his
commentary on the Vajasaneyi-Sambhita, clearly stated that
he wrote the work while Bhoja was reigning (W1% o= wam-
gfa). In the face of such an cxplicit admission on the part of
Uvvata, it is havd to disbelieve the tradition about the brothers
and assign them to different periods. Following Bhimasena,
therefore, I would place Mammata in the first half of tho
eleventh century.

Coming back to Mahima-Bhatta, we thussco that he must
he placed between Abhinava-guptapada and Mammata, Ne
doubt the dato I would assign to him makes him contem-
porancons almost with the former; the passagoe in the Vyakti-
viveka where Abhinavaguptapada is criticized supports me, a3
the wording there suggests that Mahima-Bhatta is referring to

a lmng rhetorlcnn of a rival schoolof thought (@RARz=n@T:

. .. agg: agfagan ). For theso rcasons 1 am

mduccd ta arrango thc periods of the literary notivity of these
thetoricians thus i—

=(1) Abhinavagupta—tho last decade of the tenth® cen-,

tur)
Mahima-Bhatta—early part of the eclevonth gen-

turv.
() Nammata—muddle ot"the cloventh century. .

Farther, if we nccept these dates as necurate, wo shall
be allowing the necessary interval for the several commion-
taries on tho Kavyaprakasa which sprang up in tho twellth
centary A, 1., such asRuyyaku's{1129-1150) and Manikya-
chandra’s (about 1160 A. D.}.
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